What does George Orwell have to do with Conservation Biology? As one of the foremost critics 15 of how language is used, he has quite a lot to say. He was not just a critic of the imprecise or the 16 dreary, but of the power of language to mislead; he understood the power of language to evoke 17 the passion of a mission-value-morality driven discipline such as conservation biology, or drown 18 it in what he called orthodoxy-a condition that "seems to demand a lifeless, imitative style. the indefensible and conservation biologists should not be a party to that. 22
23
Most papers presented at conservation biology meetings and published in our journals have to do 24 with understanding how biodiversity is impacted by human activities. Less often we consider our 25 purposes, values and motivation. But these aspects of our work are equally important; they 26 address why we do what we do, and the purpose of what we do. 27 28 For example, according to its mission statement, the Society for Conservation Biology "… 29 advances the science and practice of conserving Earth's biological diversity(;)" and "envisions a 30 world where people understand, value, and conserve the diversity of life on Earth." (italics 31 added) 32 33 To achieve the vision and fulfill the mission depends on motivating others to care and to act on 34 behalf of biodiversity. In turn that means being clear about our moral purpose: 35
Biodiversity is good (Soulé 1985 and disguise, and are not neutral terms. As one example, "we harvested a sample of 100 fish for 60 analysis of stomach contents", rather than "we caught and killed 100 fish for analysis of stomach 61
contents." 62 63 Other words can mislead for different reasons, including metaphors-a "figure of speech in 64 which a name or descriptive term is transferred to some object different from, but analogous to, 65 that to which is properly applicable" (Compact OED 1971, I: 1781). For example, using 66 economic metaphors to describe the natural world-natural assets, stocks, maximum sustainable 67 yield, forest harvest, natural capital and debt-is reductionist: it suggests the natural world is part 68 of the human economy rather than the other way around and that the former operates like the 69 lateral in a literal and mechanistic way; it also strongly implies that only those aspects of the 70 larger world that have economic value have value (Coffey 2016) . 71
72
Metaphors can also create strong, vivid images that impart insight via their analogies. But 73 analogies are just that-not meant to be literal, wholly accurate terms. In contrast euphemisms 74 purport to be accurate descriptions when in fact they misrepresent it. Both may mislead-some 75 metaphors may be bad metaphors, i.e. not good analogies. But all euphemism, intent aside, candy 76 coat and undercut caring by creating emotional distance from that which conservationists seek to 77 evoke caring. A metaphor might undercut caring but if so it is more likely because of the 78 listener's error in taking it literally rather than rejecting it as a bad analogy. For example, the 79 metaphor "forest health" alludes to actions taken to maintain the function of a forest much like 80 actions may be taken to maintain human function in the face of disease. Cutting old growth trees, 81 however, is a bad analogy with treating disease. implies the human right to inflict injury and even impose death to balance the "books" we have 152 brought disorder to. It conveys the idea that the killing is orderly process intended to benefit 153 people and that such benefit is presumptively justified; it may also presume that the species 154 being killed benefits along with the ecosystem of which it is a part. 
